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ABSTRiV,CT, * - ' / . 

In 1982, a study of direct-entry students/d.e. , 
thpse who entered college wij:hin a year of Ijigh school graduation) 
and delayed-entry students (i.e., those who entered collegfe. at least 
1 year after graduation) was conducted at Miami-Dade County^ College 
(MDCC). Focusing on first-time in college students entering MDCC in 
the fall and winter terms of 1978-79 through 1981-82, the study 
sought demographic information on the students in the two catregories 
and investigated the relationship between . delayed entry and o^ic 
Vskills attainment. Study findings indicated Jthat: (1) during t>i6 
period, at least 50% of the MDCC students had delayed entry aaQ;)more 
than 334 ot all new students had been out of high school for more 
than 3 yfe«4£sns*or to entering MDCC; (2) a higher proportion of Whi^e 
and Black non-Hispanic students had delayed entry than Hispanic 
students; (3) in 1981-82, 52.2% of the Hispanic students enrolled ^t 
MDCC were" categoriza(d as direct entry; and (4) direct-entr^y students 
•scored higher, on placement tests than delayed-entry students, with 
placement test scores decreas«ig as the delay ir^creased. (KB) 
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Direct versus Delayed Entry of High School Students , 
into^Mi ami -Dade Community College ^ 

This report provides a brief description of students who Jiave delayed 
entry i«to post-secondary education (Mian^j-Dade) , and il-lusti^ates th6 
relationship between this delay and tested basic skills attainment* 
Tables 1 and 2 focus orr characteristics of these studer^ts in general, 
while ^able 3 presents data* on'the subset Students who wrote the 
Comparative Guidance and Placement tests* For purposes of this report, 
only first-time-in-co^lege students (J's) were selected. High sthool 
graduation date was Examined and. entry status coded as^follows: , 

Direct Entry - graduation date was not more than one calendar year 
prior to September for Fall TermSpjir January for 
Winter Temjs; . ^ 

Delayed Entry - graduation date was the specified number of. y^ars 
prior to September or January for the terms in 

question. 

, - 

' Student headcount? and perdents are'based on Closing Term data to 

provide a more stable^basi*s of comparison from year to yeafr, and, to allow 

comparisons With Basic Skills test d dtd": Fall' and Winter data were- summed, 

and are presented together for conciseness. Since only "J" students were 

selected', the summed headcounjts provide an unduplicated total for two 

major terms each year*. In the actual term data, the -proportion of Direct 

Entry students is higher for Fall than for Winter Terms (for example, 55.4% 

' ' ' / 

vs. 29.9% Direct Entry for Fall vs Winter Terms 1981-82). ^ince the 

• * * 

*The separate Fall and Winfter Term data af-e' available 
V in the Institutional IResearch office. • ^ 



direct entry definitio^. "window" for both mSjor terms encompasses summer 
high school graduatiorf, the higher proportion of Direct^ Entry students 
for Fall Terms /indic^^s that summer high scliool graduates mori likely- 
to enter dur4l1g the^^ubsequent Fall Term than the Winter Term. 



Table 1 presefits entry status by selected ethnic categories across 




the past four years. College-wide totaljp are also given/ f)ote that more 

than ha^Tf of Miaml^Dade's new students were Delayed Entry each year. 

ile the proportion of Delayed Entry students increased from 1978-79 

■* 

through 1980-61 (55.0^, 59.4%, and 58.2%, respectively), the proportion, 
for 1981-'82 has returned to a level more'like that-of 1978-79 (53.35^U 
Most Delayed Entry students have been out of high school more'tharv-^hree 
' years before entering postserondary education.^ As a proportion of total 
new students, more than a third each year are in this category (39.3%,, 
41.9%, 39.3% and 34.8%, respectively. Delayed 3+ years). 

'V ^ * ' 

Ethnic proportions in Table 1 indicate that white non-Hispanic and 
black non-Hispanic *studdnts have a higher pjroportioa of Delayed En 
dents. Conversely, Hispanics -are less'^ikely to be^Delayed Entry, and for 
^ ^ 1981-82 are the only ethnic group with more than half , categorized as 

'Direct Entry (52.2%). Black'^n^on-Hispanics show the lowest proportion of ^ 



Direct Entry students for each of the four years, but this* is due in pa 

. ' . . \ • .r 

to a larger proportion of urxknowrv high school .graduation dates. 

^ Table 2 presents data on entry status by gender. These "data help 

. answer the. question of whether Delayed Entry students are predominantly 
females. As more asd more females enter the workforce (either thV^gh 
- choice or necessity), it is likely that additional, postsecondary education 
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is required, Note that for-the-first two years of data, a smallej; • ■ 
^ proportion of the Direct Entry category is 'composed of females than their 
proportion. in the population as a whole (55.2% of Direct Entry vs. 59.8% 
overfll for 1978-79;- 55.9% Direct* Entry vs 59.8% overall for 1979-80). 
Converse-ly, a much higher proportion. of the Delayed 34v years Entry category 
is composed of females 'than their proportion in the population as a whole 
(62.3% of Delayed 3+ years vs 57.2% overall for 1978-79; 65.9% of , Delayed 
3+ years vs 59.8% overall for 1979-80). For 1980-81, however, the trend 
reversed, and a smaller proportion of males were Direct Entry. Da^a for 
1981-82 once again establish the earlier pattern. In the Delaye 
category, 59.2% are females, while, females comprise only 56.1% of the 
total "J" group. 

The implications of delayed entrjr into postsecondary educati^r)-^^ be 
seen from Table 3. Data are presented on basic skills test performance 
by entry status. For 1980-81, only Fall Term testyscore data were available. 
For- 1981-.8?, combined Fall and^Winter data are p^efeented. The first ' 
column in Table 3 indicates that for th^ total group of tefted students, 
the majority were Direct Entry . While less than-half of our total new 
students were^lirect Fntry in 1981-82 (46.7%) , 62.7% of the tested students were 
Di r en-L 5it>y .- Culuimr twu helps illumindle tties^ pruporttons ty presenttng 
the total "J" students' in each entry category^ and the percent of those 
Students who were tested. Note that almost 90% of ^Direct Entry students 
were tested, while only 38.4% of the Delayed 3+ years students were tested 
in 1981-82. These differences probably reflect different educational / 
goals for Delayed Entry students who may pimply upgrading skills rather 
than pursuing a degree.* For the two years in question, testing would not 



have occurred unless a student decided to take an. English or Math class. * 

✓ 

The implications of delayed eotry, however, are clear from data in ' 
the last columfn o4 Table 3. ^Here,*thft, number of tested stuctents below 
the placelnent^'score on one or more of the Basic ^kills tests is given, *as 
well as^the percent .of each entry status category this represents. Note 
that for the Fall Term 1980-81, 61.6% of Direct Entry students were below 
the placement score. This compares to 77.8? of the Delayed 3+ years 
group. Note also the clear increase in the percent below the placement * ' 
score as^delay increases. 

Winter Term new students generally have lower test, scores, and the 
combined Fall and Winter 1981-82 data illustrate this fact. For the two 
maijor terms, 64.8% of Direct Entry students' were below\:he placement score 
on one or' more test, compared to 80.4% of the Delayed 3+ years group. < The 
implications are clear. Delayed Entry students are more deficient in basic 
skills. Perhaps these students did not originally intend to^enter post- 
secondary educati6n,r^d therefore took a less academically oriented ^ 





curriculum in hi^sctT56l. Or, their academic performance in high school 
may have been poor, discouraging them from continuing on until other factors 
led them to finally enter college^ This fina 1 set of data si^ggests, however. 



"^that even when high school curricula are improved, the backlog of students 
entering college as uelayed Entry will require substantial remediation. 
And, more than half of our 20,000 new students each year are in this 
category. 



Table 1 



J 



First-Time-in-College Students Time Between- High SchflSl Graduation 
and En^ry into Miami •^Dade, Closirig Fall and Winter) Terms, by 
■ ~i ' Selected Ethnic Categories- 



t^ fe 



ethnic Category 



Year/Term and 
Entry Status 



White 
Non-Hispanic 



' Black 
Non-Hispanic 



Hispanic 



Total 
All 

Ethnic 



Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent, '^Number Percent 



.Fait i Winter 1978-79 








/ ' 


1 








Direct-within 1 year , 
Delayed 1-3 years 
Delayed ^+ years 
Unknown 


780 
2,899 
187 


AH A 

12.0 
44.7 
2.9 


1 171 

437 
1,175 
243 


77 Q 

14.6 
39.4 
8.1 


639 
1,969 
98 


()4 

*J*r . *J 

33.1 
U6 


7.099 
1.916 
6,203 
575 


45 '.0 
12.1 
39.3 
3.6 


Total 


' 6,488 


100.0 


' 2,986 


• 100.0 


5,947 


100.0 


15,793 


100.0 


Fall i Winter 1979-80 


















Direct-within 1 year 
Delayed 1-3 years 
Delayed 3+ years 
Unknown 


2,416 
745 
• 2,930 
-4Q3 


37.2 

ri.5 

45.1 
6.2 


974 
409 
1,330 
403 


31.3 
13.1" 
,42.7 
12.9 


3,376 
739 

2,727 
197 


48.0 
10.5 
38.7 
2.8 


6,873 
1,935 
7,103 
1,034 


40.6 * 
11.4 
41.9 
6.1 


Total 


6,494 


100.0 


3,116 


100.0 


7y039 

9 


100.0 


16,945 


100.0 


Fall i Winter 1980-81 












V 






Direct-within 1 year 
Delayed 1-3 years 
Delayed 3+ years* 
Unknown 


2,088 
' 553 
' -1,871 
183 


44.5 
11.8 
39.8 
3.9 


1,007 
^ 453 

. 1,569 
549 


^ 28.1 
12.7 
43.9' 
15.3 


3,941 
1,177 
3,175 

' 244 


46.2 
13.8 
37.2 
2.8 


7,135 
2,230 
6,711 
989 


41.8 
13.1 
39.3 
5.8 


Total 


4,695 


100.0 


" 3,578 


100. 0 


8,537 


100.0 


17,065 


100.0 



Fall i Wi 



nter^: 



1981-82 



Direct-within 1 year 
Delayed 1-3 years 
Delayed 3+ years 
Unknown 

TotAl 



1,833 45.9 

519 13.0 

l,526y 38.3 

^12 2.8 

3,990 100.0 



918 
-400 
994 
379 

2,691 



34.1 
14.9 
36.9 

100.0 



3,770 
932 

2,302 
216 



52. Z 
12.9 
31.9 
3.0 



i 



,8P5 
,912 
*723 



7,220 100.0 14,139 



13.4 
5.1 

leo.o 

1r 



Data Source:' IRS40 Closing Tapes. 
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Table 2 



First- Time-in-College Students Time Between High School) Graduation 
and Entry ifito Miami-Dade, Fall and Winter Terms, by Gender 



Gender 



Year/Term and 
Entry Status 



Females , 
Percent within 



Cplleg/B-wide 

■'■^ Percent withii 



Number 


entry 


Number 


entry 


nUlnUCf 


CI 1 1*1 jr 


3,1/7. 

989 " 
2,337 

263 


44.8 
«*■ 51.6 
37.7 
45.7 ■ 


3,922 
: 927" 

J, ODD 

' 312. 


55.2 
48.4 

54.3 ^ 


7,099 
' 1,916 . 
fi ?03 
575 


45.e 

12.1 ■ 
39.3 
3.6 


6,766 


' 42.8 


9,027 "" 


57.2 


15,793 


100.0 


3,028 
939 

2,425 
413 


44.1 
48.5 • 
34.1 


3,845 
996 
4,678 

D^l 


55.9 
51.5 
65.9 
fin 1 


6,873 
1,935 
, , 7,103 
.1,034 ■ 


40.6" 
11.4 
41.9 ■' 
6.1 


6,805 


• 40.2 


10,140 


59.8 


16,945,' 


100.. 0- 


1,141 
'3,207 
454 


45.2 
51.2 
47.8 
45.9 


3,911 
1,089 . 
3,504 
535 


54.S' 
48.8 
52.2 
54.1 


7,135 
2,230 
6,711 
989 


41.8 
13.1 
^ 39.3 
5.8. 


8,026 


47.0 


^,039 


53.0 


•1.7,065 


100.0- 

> 


2,962 

946 . " 
2,004 

299 


44.8 
49.9 
40.8 
41.3 


3,647 
949 
^2,908 
424 . 


, . 55.2 
50.1 
59.2 
58.1 


6,609 
y 1 ,895 
4,912 
723 


46.7 
13.4 
34.8 
5.1 ' 


6,211 


43.9 • 


7,928 


" • 56.1 


' 14,139, 


100.0 



Fan & Winter 1978-79 
Direct-Within 1 Year 
Delayed-1 .to 3 Years 
Delayed- 3+ Years 
. Unknown 

Total 

Fall & Winter 1979-80 
Direct-Within 1 Yeajr 
Delayed-1 to 3 Years 
Delayed 3+ Years 
Unknown » 



* Total 

Fall & Winter 



198d-81 



Direct-Within 1 Year 
Delayed-1 ,tQ 3' Years 
Delaye(L|3+ Years 
Unknowrn!^ . 

Total . 

Fall & Winter 1981-82 
Direct-Within liYear , 
Delayed-1 to 3' Years 
Deiayed-3+ Years 
Unknown 

Total • 



Data Source: IRS40' Closing Tapes. 
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" Table 3 



First-Time-in-Co.llege Students,. Number who Took^ • 
the Basic Skills Tests, ancU Number who Were Below the Placement 
Sc'ore on One or Morfi .Jests by Time Between Hig^h School. Graduation 

and Entry into Mi ami -Dade ♦ " • 



Tested Students 



/ 



All Students 



Year/Term and 
Entry Status 



number 



Percent V 
of total 
tested 



Tested .Students 
Below the Placement Score 
on Pne or More Test 



number 



Rercent ^ 
tested 



Percent 
of tested 



Fall 1980-81 . 
Direct-Within 1 Year' 
•Delayed 1-3 Years 
Delayed 3+ Years 
Unknown 

Total 
« 

Fall and Winter 1981-82 
Direct-Within Onejear 
Delayed 1-3 Years 
Delayed 3+ Years 
Unknown , 

Tota),^ 

'f 



5,062 
643 
846 
175 

6,726 



75.2 
9.6 

12.5 
2.6 

100.0 



5^701 
1,288 
3,943 
479 

11,411 



88.8 
49.9 
21. *4 
36.5 

58.9 



Number 


witKh'n 


3,117 


61.-6.. 


477 


74.2 


658 , 


7*7.8 


. 153 


87.4 


4,405 


' 65.5 



5,921 
1,300 
1,889 

335. 


62.7 
13.8. 
20.0 
.3.5 


6,609 
N. 1,895 
4,912 • 
723 


89.6 
6^.6 
38.4 
46.3 


3,834 
1,047 
1,518 . 
314 


64.8 
• 80.5 
80.4 
93.7 


9 


9,445 

• 


100. o'- ■ 


14,139 


66.8 


6,713 


71.1 








— V- 











Data Source: 



BSA-Veilidi.ty Studies FiTes, IRS40 Closing Tapes 
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